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Introduction
When, in 2009, President Barack Obama took offi ce he inherited a wide array of overwhelming foreign policy challenges: an out-of-control war in Afghanistan, an impaired counterterrorism partnership with Pakistan, instability in Iraq, a potent threat from Al-Qaeda, a fragile Israel-Palestine peace process, an arrogant nuclear Iran, a wrecked relationship with Russia, and an aggressive North Korea. Added to this was a severe fi nancial predicament at home and abroad. Of the most signifi cant ideals the United States uphold globally, one is promoting democracy, enabling people's representatives to come to power. Unfortunately, the state of U.S. democracy promotion is also in peril. Intervening in Iraq and Afghanistan was closely associated with the promotion of democracy, while these moves, in contrast, tarnished the American image as a promoter of people's power.
The ramifi cations of this tarnished image were far-reaching: an international backlash against democracy promotion that included extremely high levels of suspicion about the democracy agenda in the Arab world, a greatly heightened reluctance on the part of European and other international democracy supporters to be associated with U.S. policies and programmes in this area, and a marked decline in U.S. public support for democracy promotion as a priority of U.S. foreign policy. 1 It is in this context that President Obama, freshly re-elected for his second tenure, underscores his desire to reorient American foreign policy more toward the Asia-Pacifi c region; an extremely important step to fi rm up his Asia-Pacifi c policy, often described as a "pivot" to the region.
2 President
Obama announced in November 2011 his plan to 'rebalance' the U.S.
position in the Asia-Pacifi c region. The core of this announcement was, as he said: "as President, I have therefore made a deliberate and strategic decision -as a Pacifi c nation, the United States will play a larger and long-term role in shaping this region and its future, by upholding core principles and in close partnership with allies and friends." 3 He continued:
"…. I have directed my national security team to make our presence and mission in the Asia-Pacifi c a top priority." The so-called 'Obama Myanmar is India's land connection to the ASEAN region and the success of India's "Look East Policy" largely depends on closer relations between the two countries. India's troubled Northeastern part is still insurgency prone and many insurgents take shelter in Myanmar. 16 Hence, closer ties between the two nations will help India to combat the anti-Indian elements across borders. India eyes Myanmar as a potential source of oil and a supplier of natural gas. As Myanmar is a neighbouring country of India, it will involve affordable transportation costs and risks to India compared to importing resources from distant sources. Another important consideration for India is that a deepening relation with Myanmar will help to reduce China's growing strategic footprint in India's neighbourhood.
Finally, Myanmar is crucial for India's land connectivity with the rest of the Southeast Asia region. The Burmese President showed an interest in expanding cooperation in oil and gas exploration, opening border trade, and speeding up the construction of natural gas pipelines with greater Indian investment in Myanmar's energy sector. Seeing all these avenues of benefi ts, India remains opposed to Western sanctions on the country. Myanmar's recent moves towards democratic transition will give India a larger strategic space to manoeuvre, and compared to Beijing, New Delhi will be a more attractive partner for Burma. Hence, it is comprehensible why India has so much interest in promoting its Look East policy with such vigour in Southeast Asia.
Signifi cance of Bangladesh-Myanmar relations
Of the three forms of relations between countries -confl ictual, The greatest motivation for Bangladesh to maintain friendly and collaborative relations with Myanmar is that the majority of the exports (on average 86%)
of Bangladesh has occurred with EU and NAFTA countries, but this is risky due to uncertain problems related to exporting to these countries and our dependency on them, which may cause serious damage to our economy.
So, improving trade performance with Eastern countries, especially with ASEAN countries, can reduce the dependency on exporting to the West. will make this region a regional hub and its benefi ts will be available to all other Asian countries, let alone Myanmar. Of course, connectivity via land, sea and air must have priority but that does not, by any means, imply that there should be less people-to-people contact between the two countries.
On the contrary, mutual interactions should get a boost through various cultural exchanges, sports, education programmes, trade fairs, and other mutually benefi cial activities. 
Concluding thoughts
Myanmar is a country of far-reaching signifi cance for many countries. 
